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ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20231 

SIR: 

Responsive to the Official Action mailed March 1 1, 2003, Applicants elect, with 
traverse. Group I, Claims 1-9, for examination. 

REMARKS 

The Examiner has characterized the inventions of Groups I and 11 as mutually 
exclusive species in an intermediate-final product relationship. However, it is clear from a 
reading of M.P.E.P. §806.04(b) that no intermediate-final product relationship exists. The 
intermediate and final product must have a mutually exclusive species relationship and be 
patentably distinct, which the Examiner has not shown to be the case here. Further, Groups I 
and II are not two different subcombinations usable with each other and a species of some 
common generic invention. Finally, it is stated in M.P.E.P. §806. 04(b) that, typically, the 
intermediate loses its identity in the final product. It is clear that the inventions of Groups I 
and II are combination/subcombination as set forth in M.P.E.P. §806.05(c) in which the 




